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ὡς “Southampton—codel requests be met at 
“Queen Mary Cherbourg with $100 U.S. equiv- 
valent in local ‘currencies for each member 
tparty.”" τ} art OT 

* τ This'‘meant thatthe busy U.S. Embassy in 
_ Paris ‘had to send a-man to Cherbourg, re- 


“quiring a‘ day round trip, Just so the Con- --. 


gressman from Harlem and his two secretaries 
“would have $300 worth of French francs to 
spend immediately after they got off the boat. 
“The average.tourist steps up to the money 
change office and gets his money exchanged 
in 5 minutes. He doesn’t have a representa- 
‘tive from the American Embassy in Paris 
spend a whole day providing him with francs. 


{From the New York Times, :Sept. 6, 1962] 
τον ἘΞ ΤΣ POWELL’S SHAMELESS JUNKET =~ 
>In’ the’ midst’ of the important. closing 
‘period of the ‘congressional session, when 
"ἃ record of accomplishment versus do- 
nothingism is in the balance, the chairman 
of ἃ major committee of the Hours is travel- 
“ing about Europe on a frivolous junket, 
“Almost needless to say, this is ADAM CLAYTON 
PowELt, chairman of the Education and 
‘Labor Committee, ἃ Democrat from Harlem 
who annually vies with Bucerey of the Bronx 
for the dishonor of being among the most 
absent Members of Congress. 
Representative PoweiL sailed for Europe 
August 8 with Mrs. Tamara J, Wall, associ- 
ate labor counsel for the committee, and 
Miss Corrine Huff, receptionist in his office. 
They are due back about September 21. Mr. 
PowELy is supposedly conducting an inquiry 
into equal opportunities for women in ἘΠῚ. 
- rope, ἃ study that will take him to a Paris 
nightclub show, ἃ Venice film festival, and 
possibly on an Aegean cruise. State De- 
-partment officlals have been alerted to ar- 
range hospitality and entertainment, as well 
, &8 counterpart funds—other countries’ reim- 


-  bursement for our foreign ald—which con- 


veniently need not be accounted for in de- 
_ tail by our -traveling Congressmen. Mr. 

PowWELL 15 -not alone in the enjoyment of 
᾿ this and other abuses of the congressional 

privilege. | . 


The reckless, irresponsible conduct of Mr.: 


Powe. is a disgrace to the people of his 
district,.to the U.S. Congress. and to the 
Kennedy administration, which to its dis- 
credit sent Secretaries Ribicoff and Goldberg 
to New York last year to attend a Power, 
glorification dinner, εὐ ᾿ - 
᾿ We say it is time for the people of Harlem 
.to wake up, quit making a hero out of this 
man who holds in such contempt his ob- 
ligations in public office, and retire him from 
Congress before he has a chance to make 
good on his repeated promises to retire him- 
self. As for the House of Representatives 
and the Kennedy administration, have they 
no discipline for a Member, and especially 


ἃ committee chairman, who runs away to 


Europe for 6 weeks on idle whimsy like this 
“inquiry” just at a time when Congress is 
(belatedly) — trying . to get -down, to. serious 


business; - 
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_.- Mr. WILLIAMS of-Delaware.. I yield 


.25 minutes to-.the: Senator. from. New 
Work. oe oe) See mes wen ἐς ὦ 


ΝΣ 
we eee ΝΗ -- - cote es wae kh 


”.. Mr. KEATING.: Mr. President, for the 
-last few days we have all been absorbed 
in the latest, the most up-to-date details 
of Soviet military expansion-on the -is- 
‘land of Cuba. Members of Congress in- 
cluding myself have made available to 
the American people detailed reports of 
day to day ship movements, vehicle 
alinements,-and personnel maneuvering 
in and around.Cuba with the object of 
making clear to the American people the 


fact that the last month has seen a 


tremendous increase in the Soviet com- 
‘mitment. to Cuba and in the Commu- 
nist forces now deployed on the island. 
- It has. now been revealed that 64 ships 
with materiel and. troops have arrived 
in Cuba—a fact, which has been some- 
what played down, even by those οἵ. us 
who knew the facts. A much smaller 
number of ships has been referred to up 
to this point. . 
One of the results of the increased 
public discussion and interest in the 
Cuban situation—and to date it has been 
the only significant development on the 


part of our Government-——but a very - 


constructive one—is an official announce- 
ment from the President admitting for 
the first time that the Cubans possess 
missiles, extensive radar and electronic 
equipment, torpedo boats and guided 
missiles, and at least 3,500 so-called mili 

tary technicians. ΜΝ 

᾿Π1 do not intend to belabor the signifi- 
cance of the word “technicians,” but 
anyone who has seen a modern Amer- 
ican Army or Air Force recruitment 
poster knows that. the military men in 
modern service are no longer GI Joes 
‘of what was called in World War I the 
flatfoot variety. ‘They are very definite- 
ly technicians, with a knowledge and 
ability to operate complicated weapons 
and weapons systems: In fact, the prom- 
ise of being trained as a “technician” 
is one of the most effective. incentives 


for enlistment.. I am sure the Soviet. 


‘Army also has its share of such tech- 
nicians. 

I refer to a Statement in a news item 
published in today’s issue of the Wash- 
ington Post, which is undoubtedly typical 
of the reaction of someone in the Depart- 
ment’ of State.” No ‘one in the military 


_ forces could possibly have made such a 
President, will 


statement..=It-is. the. reaction of. those 


we pt ot τας. who:-wish-to play..down: the. situation, 
τ Mit.; “WILLIAMS .-of “ Delaware.-~ Mr. | 


‘and who feel.that: those.of:us who be- 
lieve.that.the American:people should be 
alerted are-unduly concerned.. I read 
the - statement -of: -the - official, without 


τ © 
‘Bhilai Teli Wear MOT hte ice acierind.. 


SINE ΟΣ CEE eet Tees 


si rhe clear implication of” that, artielp 
ἘΝ the, Senator, from: New, York, hs 


““τ. ene me ppt we a-yt T ret weer 
7 IE vewedd moiniusiaald sober 


September 6 


,Said there-are 3,506 foot soldiers in Cuba, 
Of course, I have never made any such 
assumption .or. statement... Such is: not 
‘the fact, and-I entirely agree that tech- 
nicians of that kind pose ἃ much greater 
threat to ‘the ‘security of the United 
Statesthan do foot soldiers. © - . 
ον There are no foot soldiers, so far as 1 
-Kknow, in-Cuba. . The soldiers who are 
there are what would be called in our 
Army, for the most part, Signal Corps 
personnel, labor battalions. They are 
under military discipline, they are under 
military orders, they move in military 
formation, they are dressed in uniforms, 
and they are what in American parlance 
are called soldiers. However, I am will- 
-ing to accept the phrase “military tech- 
nicians.” ' so ᾿ mo 
Mr. President, I am much more deeply 
concerned with the. subtle shift in 
U.S. policy toward.Cuba. Our Govern- 
ment describes the buildup in Cuba as 
a defensive rather than as an offensive 
capability. Whether a gun is offensive 
or defensive depends entirely on the man 
who holds the gun. Mig. airplanes, 
tanks, halftracks, or miSsiles can be used. 
in defense, it is true, but likewise they 
can also be used in offense, and whether 
they are defensive or offensive depends 
entirely on the intentions of the operator. 
Furthermore, it is a little hard to 
understand what defensive purpose 
amphibious vehicles would have. It was 
said by the Senator from California (Mr. 
ENGLE] last night that the remarks of 
the Senator from New York, which were 


_mMade on two occasions in considerable 
detail, were wrong because he had said 


there were amphibious vehicles in Cuba. 


‘What the Senator from New York has 


said was that amphibious vehicles had 


been observed in Cuba. I repeat the 


statement. ᾿ ᾿ 
However, it is quite interesting that 
the distinguished Senator from Cali- 
‘fornia, who had indicated that there 
would be an effort made to show the in- 
accuracy of the remarks of the Senator 
-from New York, pointed out nothing ex- 
cept this one sentence in the entire re-- 
marks of the Senator from New York. 
That the facts given to the Senate on 
last Friday and on last Tuesday were 
accurate to the extent of 97 or 93 percent | 
has been more than confirmed by subse- 
quent disclosures. 
Apparently the attitude of our Govern- 
ment is that we have no objection and 
that we raise no protest if these weapons 
which are in Cuba are directed only 
‘against .the -Cuban: people; that: it -has 
.ceased tobe aggression in our vocabulary 
<when:: Soviet: Russian: technicians:‘and 
equipment are brought.to Cuba to force 
their will upon the people of.Cuba. The 
President. referred: only--very- briefly. to 
‘Se unhappy. -people: of: Cuba:’.> Itis 


~ 19692028 .. 


- the concern of: the people of the United 


ie 


“f 


States.’ ia eae 

2 Wwe have been told that this buildup in 
Cuba” is permissible unless: an‘ overt of- 
fensive attack is made from Cuba upon 
some other country in: this hemisphere; 
_that the Cuban question is no longer to 


eel. ae 


- pe considered on its own merits but “as 


᾿ 


a part of the worldwide challenge posed 
by the Communist threat to the peace.” 
The background, the geography, the 
entire basis of the Communist enslave- 
‘ment: of Cuba is to be ignored, as in 
effect we seem to be prepared to accept 
‘the status quo oF 


“My, President.: this approach repré~ 


sents a serious. ‘shift: of US. policy, ἃ 


complete reinterpretation of the Monroe 


Doctrine, and even more sharply a re- 
pudiation of the policies which the people 
of this country. supported ask year and 
the year before.  --- - 

There has been a lot of tale as to what 
the Monroe Doctrine really. means. 
Under the interpretations which ‘have 
been forced upon it in the last few 
months, there is indeed very little mean- 
ing left in the doctrine. But if we 
can look briefly to President Monroe’s 
own words in his seventh annual message 


ΑΕ εν ieee? ty 


of December 2, 1823, the essential mean-. 


ing—and commonsense behind the 
Monroe Doctrine is perfectly clear. * If 


- we will substitute in our minds the words 


“Communist. powers”. where President 
Monroe spoke of “allied powers,” the rea- 
sonableness and significance of President 
Monroe's words will be just as apparent 
today as when they were first enunciated. 

ΓΙ wish to recite briefly the pertinent 
part of the Monroe Doctrine. . Said Presi- 


dent Monroe: ~ 


The political system of the allied powers is 


essentially different in this respect from that 


of America. This difference proceeds from 
that which exists in their respective Gov-. 
ernments; and -to the defense of our own, 
which has been achieved by the loss of 80 
much blood and treasure, and matured by 
the wisdom of their most enlightened citi- 
zens, and under which we have enjoyed 


' unexampled felicity, this whole Nation is 


devoted. . We owe it, therefore, to candor 
and to the amicable relations existing be-. 
tween the United States and those powers 
to declare that we should consider any at- 
tempt on thelr part to extend their system 
to any portion of this hemisphere as dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety. With the 
existing colonies or dependencies of any 
European power we have not interfered and 
shall not interfere. But with the Govern- 
ments:who have declared their independence 


* and maintained 1Ὁ, and whose independence 


we have, on great consideration and on just 


- principles, acknowledged,: we could. not view 


- any; interpdeit: 


ing them; or. controlling inany- -other manner 


~ their.‘destiny,.: ‘by ,any.European :.power. in 


Se 


ᾧ siematiog οι i tie Monroe Doe fonroe"E 


+ any other’ light. than ‘as ‘the manifestation of 
diy disposition toward the United - 


an. 


States2"It - ie 2 impossibie - that.the™ allied 
powers. should‘extend ‘their ‘political: system 


ΠΤ "ite ‘any Portion<of; ‘either: continent :without -~thts* hemisphere. aro ‘as "valid ’ 
eee ae 


endangering τοῦτ᾿ “peace: ‘and+ shappiness;2-nor 


. ‘canfttanyoneri bsllevesthats our-<southern. - 
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There: is ‘no’ doubt-in ‘my: ‘mind ‘that: 


President’ Monroe would - clearly -have 
considered the present situation in Cuba 
ἃ direct threat against which“the Mon- 
-roe Doctrine-should be enforced:-,:In- 
deed, as late’as June 1960 the previous 
a ation affirmed these princi- 
ples. The Department of State issued 
@ press release dated July 14, 1960, which 
I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp at the end of my remarks. 
τ ΓΘ PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMaTHERS in the chair). Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. 
(See exhibit 1.) 
" Mr. KEATING..--I shall not read it all, 
but, prior to.the issuance of -the press 
release Mr: Khrushchev, on July 12, 1960, 
had said'that the Monroe Doctrine has 
outlived its time, has died a natural 
death.. 

: Khrushchev. -turther aia. -that the 

Monroe - Doctrine- allowed the United 
States to perpetuate the reign of colo- 
nialism and monopoly in Latin America. 
He said: - - 
- Should the United States take aggressive 
action against the Cuban people upholding 
their national independence, we would sup- 
port the Cuban people. 


' Then he characterized—and, Mr. Pres- 
ident, how significant this is—as “silly 
fabrications” reports that the U.S.S.R. 
wanted sets. base in Cuba. - 
. He said: Oe - 


:- Itisa με fabrication ‘because all we need 
to do is use our reliable rockets from the 
USSR. that can" hit any” target in the 
world... - 


Folléwing ἢ that, the: Department “of 
State, on July. 14, 1960, meus a press 
release in whichitsaid: - -. 


In the first place, the ΣΑΙ δἰρὰ of. the 
Monroe Doctrine are as valid today as they 
were in-1823 when the doctrine was pro- 
claimed. Furthermore, the Monroe Doc- 
trine’s purpose of preventing any extension 
to this hemisphere. of .a despotic political 
system contrary to the indépendent. status 


of the American States is supported by the 


inter-American security system through the 
Organization of the American States. Spe- 
clfically, the Organization of American States 
Charter and the Rio Treaty provide the 
means for common action to protect the 
hemisphere against the interventionist and 
aggressive Gesiens: of international commu- 
nism. 


Then, adneiae a part of the state- 
ment, which will be printed in its entir- 
ety in the Recorp, the State Department 
Official said, on July 14, 1960: 

One of the principal purposes of the Rio 
Treaty was to provide a method for dealing 
with threats.of. imperialistic powers seeking 
to establish shele compe in ‘the. -Western 
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-Ξ The press release concluded? 4#s0083 εν 


“Today, nearly & century and'a half’ inter, 


the~ United” States is gratified’ that these ‘+: 
principles are -not professed. by: itself ‘alone. τ 
but represent through solemn agreements “Ὁ 


the views of the American. conununity. 88-ἃ 27 
τοῖς pass Fre) εν 
2"Those’ were the official views of the ᾿Ξ 


αὐτο 


Department of State 85. expressed on 
July 14, 1960." - 

Oh, Mr. President, how’ far from those 
views we have come in the month of | 
September 1962. 

Mr. SMATHERS. ‘Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? -- - 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER: (Mr: ‘Bur: 
DICK in the -chair).- Does-the™ Senator - 


49727 


oe 


ἜΣ 
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from New’ York: ‘yield | to: ‘the: Senator — ὡ ; 


cee me 


from Florida? 
Mr. KEATING. I yield.” 
Mr. SMATHERS. 1, pave! “not: ‘been _ 
privileged to hear all that the able Sena> ~ 
tor ‘from. New York has been. saying’ ΠΣ 


Oa aoa Soca ns 


oo meter Md 


a %. 


respect to the present situation. Imere- ~~ 


ly wondered whether he has any specific 
recommendations as to what the US. 
Government should do today. What is 
it that the Senator from New York would 
have our Government do? 

Mr. KEATING. I have already made 
@ number of recommendations. I intend 
to cover them again in my remarks, not 
simply to reiterate them: I have made 
four specific recommendations.: - - 

If the Senator from Florida is -will- 


_ing, I should prefer to proceed with my. 


speech, because. I fear that I will be con- 
fronted with a. time limitation element 


which will cué me off. I realize that I~ 


am transgressing on another debate.-. 


Mr. SMATHERS. I appreciate the “-- 


Senator’s situation. I merely wondered 
if the Senator was going so far at this 


moment as to suggest that U.S. troops | 


be used to storm the shores of Cuba.” , 


Mr. KEATING. Iam not, andI never: 


have. The statement by the distin- 
guished Senator from California (Mr. 
ENGLE] on a television program yester- 
day- morning, in which he may have 
created the impression that I had done 


_§0, is completely away from the fact. 


IT do not advocate, I do not favor at this 
time, an invasion of Cuba by American 
forces. __. 

Mr. SMATHERS. I wondered, then, 
if the Senator from New York had some 
intermediate recommendations or steps. 

‘Mr. KEATING. I have made four 


‘recommendations. 


Mr. SMATHERS. As the Senator 


from New-York knows, we have discussed . 


this subiect on the floor of the Senate on 
previous occasions... The junior. Sena- 


tor from. Fiorida has’ suggested two inter= ::: 


" mediate: steps: which: he-nas -long<felt.:) 


should : be :taken. - Would: ‘thes ΒΟ ΩΣ τ 


- from-New: York agree that:the:time:has ." 


just_about arrived, or:even,is.long since .. 
overdue, for that matter, when: we. should -- 
go about the business. of:creating a NATO ;; 


type organization:for iat bared 
- . isphere comprising; those nations::which -" 
Pies are like minded with υ and(whichj‘at:=: 
“some future. date;: if” and: wher: neces-": 


clare thatwe should: “consider” ieee 4 
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through the government in exile not only 
equipment but, in some instances, funds 
could be sent through it to the nationals 
of such a country which is fighting for 
its freedom, and to those who want to 
to fight for its freedom from outside the 
country. ει ΒΕ 

Mr. KEATING. I am aware of the 


firm, solid position of the Senator from — 


Florida on this issue. I would support, 
and support enthusiastically, the sugges- 
tions which he has made. The ones I 
have made are somewhat different; but I 


know that his are constructive, helpful - 


suggestions, and I would enthusiastically 
endorse them. 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from New York yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I will yield, although 
I wish to complete my address within 
the time allotted to me. 

Mr. BUSH. The Senator from New 
York has raised a very important ques- 
tion. I should like to make a comment 
and ask the Senator’s opinion, especially 
in response to what the Senator from 
Florida has said. It will not take-more 
than 2 minutes. 

Mr. KEATING. I am happy to yield. 

Mr. BUSH. First, in January 1960 and 
again in January 1961, I submitted Sen- 
ate Concurrent Resolution 5. Without 


reading the whereas clauses, I shall read . 


the resolving clause, which is brief : 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 


resentatives concurring), That (a) if one or . 


more of the high contracting parties to the 
Inter-American Treaty of Reciprocal Assist- 


ance should be threatened in any manner | 


with domination, control, or colonization 
through the intervention of the world Com- 
munist movement, any other such party 
would be justified, in the exercise of indi- 
vidual or collective self-defense under ar- 
ticle 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, 
in taking appropriate steps to forestall such 
intervention and any domination, control, 
or colonization of any nation of the Western 
Hemisphere by the world Communist move- 
ment. — 

(b) If any such defensive measures are 
taken by. any defending nation of the West- 
ern Hemisphere, such nation should report 
promptly the action so taken to the Inter- 
American Organ of Consultation, to the end 
that an emergency committee, established in 
the manner provided by the Convention of 
Havana of 1940, may be organized to provide 
for the provisional administration of the na- 
tion so defended, pending its restoration to 
ἃ government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people. ΝΞ 


Would not such action by Congress 


strengthen the hand of the President 
of the United States at this time? : 
Mr. KEATING. I sincerely hope that 
Congress will take some action express- 
ing its sense on this subject. I feei cer- 


tain that it would strengthen the hand . 


of the President. . 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution 
be printed in the Recorp following the 
remarks of the Senator from New York. 

The’ PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 2.) : ; 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, Pres- 
ident Kennedy, in October 1960, before 
his election, made a clear and forthright 
. statement, just as clear and forthright 


as the statement issued by the Depart- - 
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ment of State in July 1960 about our 


‘Policy toward Cuba. He said: 


We must let Mr. Khrushchev know that 
we are permitting no: expansion of his foot- 
hold in our hemisphere—and that the OAS 
will be given real strength and stature to 


resist any further Communist penetration, 


by whatever means necessary. 
That was said nearly 2 years ago, be- 


fore Mr. Khrushchev expanded his foot- 


hold. by sending missiles, technicians, 
torpedo boats, and other military equip- 
ment to Cuba. Yet we have done 
nothing. 

Even more recently, in April of 1961, 
the President declared: 

Let the record show that our restraint ἰ5 
not inexhaustible. Should it ever appear 
that the inter-American doctrine of non- 
interference merely conceals or excuses a 
policy of nonaction—if the nations of this 
hemisphere should fail to meet their com- 
mitments against outside Communist pene- 
tration—then I want it clearly understood 
that this Government will not hesitate in 
meeting its primary obligations which are 
to the security of our own Nation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-~ 
Namara in the chair). The time yielded 
to the Senator from New York has ex- 
pired. ᾿ ᾿ 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I shall 
need 20 minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS cf Delaware. Mr. 
President, I do not have quite that much 


time to yield. I yield the Senator from. 


New York 10 minutes, and then we shall 


_See what can be arranged after that. 


Mr. KEATING. Very vvell. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘Mr. President, I should 
like to have 10 minutes, if the Senator 
from Delaware will reserve it. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr. 
President, at this time I yield 10 min- 
utes to the Senator from New. York, 
and then we shall see if that much time 
will suffice. ᾿ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New York is recognized 
for an additional 10 minutes. 

Mr. KEATING. I. thank the Senator 
from Delaware. ~ 

Mr. President, we do not intend to 
abandon Cuba, the President assured 
the people of the Western Hemisphere 
on that day. But significantly enough, 
in the same statement, the President 
said—and these are the especially per- 
tinent words: 

Too long we have fixed our eyes on tradi- 
tional military needs, on armies prepared 
to cross borders or missiles poised for flight. 
Now it should be clear that this is no 
longer enough, that our security may be 
lost without the firing of a single missile 
or the crossing of a single border. ᾿ 


Mr. President, I think the best com-. 
ment on and the best answer to Presi-: 


dent Kennedy’s statement on Soviet aid 
to Cuba must be given in his own words. 
We can no longer afford to think only 
of organized combat forces, of military 
bases, of violations of the 1934 treaty, 
or of offensive ground-to-ground mis- 
siles, for as the President himself so 
very effectively pointed out barely a year 
&E0: . ' 
Our security may be lost without the 


firing of a single missile or the crossing of 
asingle border, = — ΝΕ 
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Mr, President, it is my contention that 
@ very substantial measure of our secu- 
rity has already been lost by the heavy 
Russian buildup in Cuba over the last 
months. First and foremost, the entire 
world has learned that American words 
are not necessarily going to be followed 
by American action; that what we say 
one day, we may very conveniently want 
to forget the next day; that the Com- 
munists can continue, step: by step, to 
push us against the wall, where vital 
security interests are concerned, and 
that we will yield gracefully, as we have 
done in Laos already, and as we are now 
doing in Cuba. Once again, let me quote 
the words of the President, last April, 
when he said: . . 

The message of Cuba, of Laos, of the ris- 
ing din of Communist voices in Asia and 
Latin America—these messages are all the 
same. The complacent, self-indulgent, the 
soft society, are being swept away with the 
debris cf history. Only the strong, only the 
industrious, only the visionary can survive. 


_ Mr. President, I sincerely hope that 
Cuba is not going to be handled in the 
same manner as Laos, and that the mes- 
sage which the world will again receive 
from the United States will not be re- 
treat and defeat. 

Second, Mr. President, a substantial 
measure of American security has al- 
ready been lost because of the strategic 
proximity of Cuba to our major missile 
launching site, Cape Canaveral. I 
pointed out last Friday that it is entirely 
within the present electronic capabilities 
of the Soviet Union to devise methods 
of overhearing and eventually interfer- 
ing with American mitsile launchings at 
the cape. I am reliably informed—and 
I have checked this out with a number 
of experts, both in and out of the Gov- 
ernment, and all of them agree—that the 
Communists undoubtedly can construct 
the equipment necessary to eavesdrop on 
our radio control system and eventually 
to interfere with it in a number of dif- 
ferent ways. As a result, rockets may 
find themselves off course, astronaut 
launchings may be endangered, and the 
security as well as timing of our entire 
space effort may be dangerously handi- 
capped. . 

Any such operations by the Soviet 
Union would be very costly; but we know 
that the Soviets are today spending more 
money to jam the Voice of America 
than we spend on the entire U.S. Infor- 
mation Agency. Surely, it would. be 
equaily worthwhile for the Russians to 
take the necessary steps, which are 
clearly within their capabilities, to jam 
American space efforts. 

Last evening the distinguished junior 
Senator from California asserted more 
than once that the President has with- 
held nothing from the American peo- 
ple, and that this administration has 
given the full facts. . 

First, let me say that never has it 
crossed my lips at any .time that the 
President or any administration official 
has given the American people an un- 
truth. What I have said is that the full 
facts have not been given. I am very 
glad the President ‘spoke out Tuesday 
night, and I commend him for it. But I 
have not yet heard the President make 
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any statement with regard to the present 
strategic vulnerability of Cape Canay- 
eral. To my knowledge, the President 
has never informed the American people 
that Cape Canaveral is secure from this 
type of interference. The President very 
Significantly, in my judgment, omitted 
any reference to the danger which a 
virtual Soviet occupation of Cuba creates 
for Cape Canaveral. To my mind and, 
I would venture to say, to the minds of. 
most Americans, such a threat is very 
serious. I know the American people. 
would be very grateful if the junior Sen- 
ator from California could point to any 
statement, published or otherwise, which 
provides information on this extremely 
serious problem. 

Third, Mr. President, the security of 
the United States is substantially en- 
- dangered when in any part of the world 
the Soviets succeed in so escalating the 
forces of conflict that our Government is 
_tempted to hesitate before defending 
legitimate American interests. This 
principle of escalation is a vital key to 
the doctrine of strategic deterrents in 
the nuclear age. It does not really mat- 
ter whether the Soviets actually want to 
or intend to use in actual combat—which 
certainly is unlikely at the moment— 
against the United States any of the 
troops or technicians which they have 
sent to Cuba. What does matter is that 
by their very presence in Cuba, American 
policymakers and military planers are 
obliged to think harder and hesitate 
longer before undertaking any form of 
action. In cold war terminology, this 


means the Soviets are escalating the na-. 
ture of the conflict that would be re-. 
quired to dislodge communism from. 


Cuba or any other place. And by that 
very process, they are in a large measure 
deterring effective American action. 

Mr. President, to put this in more fa- 
miliar language, 
raised the ante on Cuba. We will have 
to raise our own ante or the Soviets will 
succeed in calling us out of the game. 
We have only to think how little force, 
efficiently applied, would have been nec- 
essary to dislodge Castro early in 1961, 
and how much more force will be re- 
quired to dislodge him after the Soviets 
have fully established their new weap- 
ons, to understand how our security has 
been deeply and substantially jeopard- 
ized by the latest Soviet acts. 

Fourth, Mr. President, our security has 
been weakened, because the United 
States has so shifted the meaning of 
the Monroe Doctrine that not only is it 
meaningless as a political force to be 
invoked against other nations, but in 
fact it has betome a pair of handcuffs 


restricting US. action, through the im-_ 


position of what amounts to an OAS 
veto.. Either the Monroe Doctrine means 
what President Monroe said it meant— 


that alien imperialism must not be per- | 


mitted to become established in: this 
hemisphere—or it does not mean any- 
thing. It is ridiculous to interpret the 
Monroe Doctrine to mean that the Com- 
-munists can take over and can send huge 
forces into the area, so long as it is done 
covertly, but that we will offer no oppo- 
sition, open or covert, until all nations 
of the hemisphere unanimously approve. 
CVIII-——-1179 : 


the Russians have 
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Furthermore, Mr. President, it is no 
service to the interests of this Nation 
or the hemisphere to suggest that the 
Monroe Doctrine does not apply where 


~one government may invite another gov- 


ernment in. President Monroe made it 
quite clear that circumstances can vary, 
that governments can be established, 
which “our southern brethren” as he put 
it, if left to themselves, would certainly 
not adopt of their awn accord. In my 
judgment, the government of Fidel Cas- 
tro is no More an established government 
with the support of the populace than 
is Walter Ulbricht’s satellite regime in 
East Germany. Both would topple to 
the ground without the support of the 
Red army. To assert that Castro’s gov- 
ernment has any greater legitimacy or 
popular support than the government of 
East Germany is doing a disservice to 
the basic principle of national self-deter- 
mination. I think it is clear from the 
language President Monroe used that he 
understood this. Let us not try to con- 
fuse it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Bourpick in the chair). The time of the 
Senator has again expired. 

Mr. KEATING. I ask for 5 addi- 
tional minutes. . . 

. Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. I can 
yield the Senator only 2 minutes, unless 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Scott] wants to yield some time to the 
Senator. 

Mr. KEATING. I will use the 2 min~ 
utes and. will make further comments 
later in the day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. I would 
like to do it, but Iam almost out of time. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I have 
made a number of proposals in the past, 
including among them the complete boy- 
cott of Cuba, full OAS investigation, 
more effective NATO controls over the 
shipment of strategic goods to Cuba and 
over the use of NATO shipping to sup- 
ply Castro, immediate end to American 
efforts to return vessels with military 
capabilities to the Castro government 
through the Federal courts—as was 
sought to be done the day before yes- 
terday in Florida—and if no other course 
is successful, serious consideration of a 
limited blockade of all military ship- 
ments to Cuba and possibly other trou- 
ble spots within this hemisphere. 

I have at no time called for an im- 
mediate landing by the U.S. Marines or 
an invasion of Cuba, because I believe 
that there are a number of other ave- 
nues which we can pursue more effec- 
tively. , . 

But the first and foremost require- 
meni for any sound U:S. policy is a fuli 
discussion of the facts of the situation~— 
what is going on in Cuba right now. | 

It was said last evening full informa- 
tion had been given, but in the face of 
the fact that all this information had 
been given——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
additional time of the Senator has ex- 
pired. 

Myr. MANSFIELD. Myr. President, I 
yield the Senator 3 additional minutes. 
- Mr. KEATING, I thank the Senator. 

On August 14 I asked the State De- 
partment for official information. Yes- 


‘be passed on to the people. 
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terday there arrived on my desk a letter 


dated August 30. I must read it: 


Several Soviet passenger and cargo ships 
arrived in Cuba during late July-and early 


‘August carrying large quantities of supplies 


and substantial numbers of technicians of 
various kinds— . 


Nothing about 60 or 64 ships. 

The Department has established that per- 
sonnel landed from approximately 5-of the 
ships. We have no specific information 
about the number of persons. We have no 
information that any Soviet bloc troops. have 
landed in Cuba. Although the full signifi- 
cance of these developments 18 not yet clear, 
there is no evidence that supplies and tech- 
nicians have arrived in Cuba in such num- 
bers as to provide support for external ag- 
gression from Cuba against other countries. 


That is certainly not my idea of spe- 
Cific information. 

It was said last evening that the back- 
ground briefings had been given about 
the facts of this situation. . , 

The American people are entitled to 
know the fazts, and also where the facts _ 
come from, and also not to have them 
given in confidence so that they cannot 
Unless new 
data can be more validly presented than 
simply as reports from here or there, 
there is no reason whatsoever why it 


should be accepted by the American peo- 


ple as official. What is more, I find it 
very hard indeed to reconcile what the 
State Department told me in writing on 
August 30 as to its lack of information 
and evidence with all these significant 
briefings which we are now told had 
been going on for weeks, but which at 
the time were completely unknown to 
the American people. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, what the 
American people need, first and fore- 
most,.are the full facts—the full facts 
about Soviet troop landings, the full facts 
about the potential danger to Cape 
Canaveral. 

Again, I commend the President for Ὁ 
making a very fine start in that direc- 
tion Tuesday night. 

Mr. President, to date, the American 
people have not had a full and frank 
discussion of the real issues involved in 
the Cuban crisis. As the letter I received 
from the State Department indicates, 
there is no desire to make those facts 
available except under the most intense 
pressure. In fact, I am well aware of 
the pressure which has been applied to 
various newsmen who have sought to 
discuss this. matter more fully. The full 
facts, Mr. President, are what I am ask- 
ing for today. The full facts are what 
the people of the United States are en- 
titled to. 

In closing, Mr. President, let me quote 
once again the words of the President of 
the United States on April 20, 1961: 

Too long we have fixed our eyes on tra- 
ditional military. needs, on armies prepared 
to cross borders or missiles poised for flight. 
Now it should be clear that this 18 no longer 
enough—thaé our security may be lost with- 
out the firing of a single missile or the 
crossing of a single border. 


I ask unanimous consent to include 
at the conclusion of my remarks certain 
comments in the press on this subject. 
Even though I am not in full agreement 


with all the points made in these 
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analyses, I believe both William 5. White 
and Lavid Lawrence have made a fine 
contribution to public understanding of 
the issues before us. ὁ 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 3.) 
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In his remarks concerning the Monroe 
Doctrine at his press conference on July 12, 
Mr. Khrushchev again displayed his extraor- 
dinary ability to ignore facta. 

In the first place, the principles of the 
Monroe Doctrine are as valid today as they 
were in 1823 when the doctrins was pro- 
claimed. Furthermore, the Monroe Doc- 
trine’s purpose of preventing any extension 
to this hemisphere of a despotic political 
system contrary to the independent status 
of the American States is supported by the 
inter-American security system through the 
Organization of the American States. Spe- 
cifically the Organization of the American 
States Charter and the Rio Treaty provide 
the means for common action to protect the 
hemisphere against the interventionist and 
aggressive designs of international commu- 
nism, Likewise, Mr. Khrushchev failed to 
mention that the Rio Treaty is the first of 
the regional treaties for which provision. is 
made under article 51 of the United Nations 
Charter. , , 

Mr, Khrushchev might appropriately re- 
flect on the fact that one of the considera- 
tions for establishing the Rio Treaty was 
that: “The American regional community af- 
firms as a manifest truth that juridical or- 
ganization is a necessary prerequisite of 
security and peace, and that peace is founded 
on justice and moral order and, consequently, 
on the international recognition and Pprotec- 
tion of human rights and freedoms, on the 
indispensable well-being of the People, and 
on the effectiveness of democracy for the 
international realization of justice and 
security.” 

One of the principal purposes of the Rio 
Treaty was to provide a method for dealing 
with threats of imperialistic’ powers seeking 
to establish their domination in the Western 
Hemisphere. 

A further remarkable development was re- 
vealed in Mr. Khrushchev’s meeting with the 
press. Speaking as the head of the Soviet 
Government, he arrogated to himself the 
Power to determine what international 
agreements should or should not be bind- 
ing—even though the Soviet Union is not a 
party thereto. In this particular instance 
it was not only the Rio Treaty, but also the 
treaty between the United States and Cuba: 
. covering Guantanamo, which he has sought 
to abrogate. While disregard for treaties to 
which it is a party may be viewed by the 
USS.R. as a convenient approach to inter- 
‘National relations, such an effort can only 

be regarded by law-abiding states as another 
example of Soviet intervention in the affairs. 
of other ccuntries. oe Ὗτἶ — 

Mr. Khrushchev’s latest references to 
United States-Cuban relations are of a piece 
with his threat of July 9. Asa pretext for 
his. threat, he conjured up the strawman 
Οὗ 8. nonexistent menace of US. aggression 
against Cuba. -- --., Ν τες νος 

:The threat of. the use of. force, made so 
blatantly by the Soviet Chairman in rela- 
tlon to the affairs of nations of the Western 
Hemisphere, is contrary to the basic prin- 
ciple of the United Nations Charter which 
rejects the use of.force in the settlement of 
international disputes. ‘This naked menace 
to. world peace, brandished ‘so callously by 
the Soviet leader, reveals the hypocrisy of 
his protestations tn. behalf of peace. : 

- Moreover, these statements of Mr. Khru- 
shchey appear to. be designed to establish 
ἃ “Bolshevik doctrine’ providing for. the 
use of Soviet military power in support of 
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Communist movements anywhere in the 
world. Mr. Khrushchev speaks approvingly 
of the historically positive role of the Mon- 
roe Doctrine during the 19th century, when 
it was applied egainst the European im- 
perialiams of that day, but declares that 


“everything has changed abruptly” now that. 


it stands in the way of the new imperial- 
ism: international communism. 

The principles which the U.S. Government 
enunciated in the face of the attempts of 


the old imperialism to intervene in the αζ-. 


fairs of this hemisphere are as 
for the attempts of the 
It consequently reaffirms with vigor the 
principles expressed by President Monroe: 


valid today, 


“We owe it * * * to candor δ 5 δ to declare 
that we should consider any attempt on their 


{European powers] part to extend their sys- 


tem to any portion of this hemisphere as 


dangerous to our peace and safety.” 

Today, nearly a century and a half later, 
the United States ‘is gratified that these 
principles are not professed by itself alone, 
but represent through solemn agreements 
ume views of the American community as a 
whole. 


EXHIBIT 2 . 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 5 


Whereas intervention. by the world Com- 


munist movement directly or indirectly in 
the affairs of any of the independent na- 
tions of the Western Hemisphere would 
threaten the sovereignty and political in- 
dependence of that nation and other such 
nations; and 
Whereas the free and independent nations 
of the Western Hemisphere have long since 
ceased to be objects for domination, control 
or colonization by other powers; and 
Whereas the direct or indirect intervention 
by the world Communist movement by 


whatever means such intervention might be 
nation, would - 


disguised, in any American 
constitute in effect such domination, con- 
trol or colonization by s non-American 
power, and would violete the sovereignty 
and political independetice of an American 
nation; and ᾿ ᾿ 
Whereas any such intervention by the 
world Communist movement in the affairs 
of any nation situated in the Western 
Hemisphere would constitute a threat to 
the peace and safety of the United States 
and the other nations of that hemisphere; 
and 
Whereas the American Republics have 
condemned emphatically intervention or the 
threat of intervention even when condition- 
al from an extracontinental Power in the 
affairs of the American Republics; and . 
Whereas the intervention of the Sino- 
Soviet powers in the American Republic of 
Cuba is threatening hemispheric unity and 
jeopardizing the peace and security of this 
hemisphere; and ee 
Whereas: in the rapidly evolving atomic 
age the threat presented by any such inter- 
vention might develop with such rapldity 
that there would not be time to assembie 
& meeting of the Inter-American Organ -of 


Consultation to provide for joint action to . nis 


repel the danger: Therefore be it _ eat 

Resolved by the Senate “(ἐπε House ‘of 
Representatives concurring), That (8) if one 
or more of the high contracting parties to 
the Inter-American Treaty of -Reciprocal 
Assistance should be threatened in any man- 
ner with domination, control, or colonization 


through the intervention of the world Com- | 


munist movement, any other such party 
would be justified, In the exercise of indi- 
vidual or collective self-defense under article 
51 of the Charter of the United Nations, in 
taking appropriate steps to forestall such in- 
tervention and any domination, control, or 
colonization of any nation of the Western 
Hemisphere by the world Communist move- 
ment, 


new imperialism. | 


‘pseudoliberals. that 


September 6 


(b) If any such defensive measures are 
taken by any defending nation of the West- 
ern Hemisphere, such nation should report 
Promptly the action so taken to the Inter- 
American Organ of Consultation, to the end 
that an emergency committee, established 
in the manner provided by the Convention 
οἵ Havana of 1940, may be organized to pro- 
vide for the provisional administration of 
the nation so defended, pending its restora- 
tion to a government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people. , 


——— 


Exutstr 3 
THE MENACE OF COMMUNIST CUBA 
(By William S. White) 

The Soviet. Union’s publicly boasted mill- 
tary penetration of the Western Hemisphere 
in Castro Cuba Is many things, apart from 
the most insolent menace to the New World 
that the United States has ever tolerated. 

It destroys forever the airy assurances of 


“revolutionary move- 
ments” are fine things, indeed—so long as 


_ they involve leftwingers and not right- 


wingers. 

It places a terrible responsibility before 
history upon all those Americans who 
cheered Fidel Castro on in Cuba long past 
the point where it was plain that he was 
transplanting the evil fungus of -armed in- 
ternational communism to within 90 miles 
of our Florida coastline. 


UNMASES COMMUNISM 


It bankrupts the whole evangelistic the- 
ory, parroted with religious ferver, that com- 
munism results from capitalistic injustice, 
et cetera, and will vanish at once, given the 
spreading of sufficient welfarism among the 
masses, Cuba before Castro, was never half 
so underprivileged as dozens of other lands 
which have nevertheless never sought the 
lethal embrace of Moscow. : 

It fully supports what has iong been fully 
obvious—that communism, like Hitlerism be- 


fore it, 15 a movement of bandit ferocity 


and cannot be explained by old-lady minds 
as simply springing from too little milk for 
the kiddies and too little. free land for “the 
workers and peasants.” - 

It brings into the gravest question the 
practicality of the vast effort being made by 
the United States through the Alliance for 
Progress to cure all the ills of Latin Amer- 
ica with economic aid.- Foreign aid is a 
sound and splendid thing—when it.is given 
to nations willing and able to use it for 
freedom’s strength and openly and un- 
ashamedly against communism. - 

But the bulk of the more powerful Latin 
American nations, while avidly ready for our 
economic aid, repeatedly have refused to fol- 
low us in any total quarantine of Castro 
Cuba. it is fashionable to say that we, the 
United States, should never “force our views” 
upon the recipients of our aid. This is the 
line even when precisely our views are essen- 
tial to maintain that freedom from “foreign 
domination” for which the Latins so end- 
lessly clamor—especially those who. have 
snuggled up closest to international commu- 
And brought into question, too, is the very 
validity of the Organization of. American 
States. This association of the nations of. 
this hemisphere was created to prevent Just 
the kind of foreign penetration which is and 


‘long has been so openly involved in Castro 


Cuba. : Foote 

But an effective majority of the OAS has 
thus far been unwilling to take. any. fully. 
rational step against Castro Cuba. The most 
ironic of all excuses {s given by the nation 
closest in geography to us, Mexico. She has 
Bald that while she would like to help, she 


᾿ Just can't find any precedent for it in inter- 


national practice. There is a sour jest in 
this—for Mexico, of course, is famous for its 
scrupulous respect for both law and justice. 


. 
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os COURSE FOR THE UNITED STATES 


So what is now left to the United States? 

‘We should try one more time to persuade 
the Organization of American States to act 
in honesty and honor against the Soviet can- 
cer In the Caribbean. 

Failing this, we should raise a new collec- 
tive military organization from among the 
minority who are our real friends in Latin 
America. Much the same was done in 1949, 
when we created the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization from within the United Na- 
tions when it became clear that the UN. 
would do nothing about Soviet aggression 
in Europe. 

And failing this, the United States should 


. act alone to clear the Soviet military appa- 


ratus from Castro Cuba, come what might. 


KREMLIN's NEw U-2 SMOKESCREEN 
(By David Lawrence) 

The Soviet Government is raising 2 fuss 
about the flight of a U-2 plane that acci- 
dentally approached a Russian island north 
of Japan, but the main purpose of the 
smokescreen of words is to bluff the United 
States into a policy of inaction in Central 
and South America. , 

For the Soviets see a big prize ahead. They 
hope to take over the countries of this hemi- 
sphere one by one, using Cuba as a military 


and political base from which to continue 


infiltration operations that will reach into 
every country on the North and South Amer- 
ican continents. 

More shiploads of war materials for the 
use of so-called technicians—who are really 
professional trainers of military forces—are 
on the way to Cuba, according to Senator 
KENNETH KEATING, of New York, Republican, 
who has just announced in a speech to the 
Senate that Communist-bloc military men 
in Cuba already number nearly 5,000. The 
White House says the number ts. approxi- 
mately 3,500. 

For the time being, President. Kennedy 
chooses to regard the buildup as. defensive 
on the part of Cuba. If {t should develop 
into an offensive operation, the President 
declares the United States will take action 
against the flagrant vioirtion of the Monroe 
Doctrine and that other Latin American 
countries will participate. 

This warning comes because the doctrine 
is not only the policy of the United States 
but also of the Organization of American 
States. It bars any nation in any other 
hemisphere from establishing a military 
foothold in any country in this hemisphere. 
A statement approved by President Eisen- 
hower and issued by the U.S. Department of 
State on July 14, 1960, said: 

'“In the first place, the principles of the 
Monroe Doctrine are as valid today as they 
were in 1823 when the doctrine was pro- 
claimed. Furthermore, the Monroe Doc- 
trine’s purpose of preventing any extension 
to this hemisphere of a despotic political 
system contrary to the independent status 
of the American States is supported by the 
inter-American security system through the 
Organization of American States. - 

“Specifically the OAS Charter and the Rio 
Treaty (Sept. 2, 1947) provides the means for 
common action to protect the hemisphere 
against the interventionist and aggressive 
designs of international communism,” 

Later—on August 24, 
Eisenhower said: 

“The Monroe Doctrine has by no means 
been Supplanted—it has been merely ex- 
tended.” 

President Kennedy reaffirmed the position 
taken by preceding administrations relative 
to the Monroe Doctrine when, after the fail- 
ure of Cuban exiles to invade Cuba in April 
1961 he sald: 

“Let the record show’ that‘ our restraint is 
not inexhaustible. - Should -{t ‘ever appear 
that the Anter-American ” doctrine of non< 


1960—President 
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interference merely conceals or excuses a 
policy of nonaction—if the nations of this 
hemisphere should fall to meet their com- 
mitments against outside Communist pene- 
tration—then I want it clearly understoad 


that this Government will not hesitate in | 


meeting its primary obligations which are 
to the security of our own Nation.” 

Now the situation has reached a point of 
decision. Shall the governments of Central 
and South American countries be gradually 
infiltrated and taken over by the Soviets? 
The Communist apparatus and agents al- 
ready have begun to infiltrate every country, 
from Mexico down to the tip end of South 
America. If the Organization of American 
States does nothing and if the United States 
is acquiescent, the Communist foothold in 
Latin America will be strengthened and the 
Monroe Doctrine will be dead for all time. 

It has been sugested that, if the. United 
States takes forceful action in Cuba, this will 
cause the Soviets to raise questions about 
Western military bases in various parts of 
Europe. But this, too, would be merely a 
smokescreen, because Moscow knows that not 
@ single group of military advisers or tech- 
niclans from the West is today based in any 
of the Communist bloc countries. There is 
no parallel, therefore, and the issue remains 
whether the aggression via Cuba and the So- 


viet threat to Central and South American — 


countries shall be ignored or some military 
and economic action shall be taken to nip it 
in the bud now before the bulldup becomes 
a@ real menace to the security of the United 
States. 

For in Cuba—just 90 miles from Florida— 
the Soviets have established their military 
advisers ‘‘to train Cuban servicemen,” as the 
official Moscow communique describes it. 

In accordance with precedent and custom, 
Mr. Kennedy may decide to ask Congress for 
@ joint resolution authorizing him to take 
whatever military steps are deemed neces- 
sary to uphold the Monroe Doctrine. Since 
the present session of Congress may adjourn 
soon, such power might well be given to the 
Chief Executive as Commander in Chief of 
the Armed Forces so that he may be able to 
act promptly in whatever emergency may 
suddenly arise in Cuba or anywhere else in 
Latin America. 


WILL CUBA BE ANOTHER “WALL 
OF SHAME”? 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. President, dur- 


ing the last 6 weeks the Soviet Union - 


made a fateful decision to supply large- 
scale, industrial-military aid to Cuba. 
This decision by the Soviets. to 
strengthen their foothold in this hemi- 
sphere has gone unchallenged by our 
Government. 

Statements have been made on the 
Senate floor that the Soviets have 
landed troops in Cuba. The President 
has responded that “τὸ have no evidence. 
of troops.” 


“technicians,” some of which are mili- 
tary specialists, have arrived in Cuba, 
along with military hardware. Whether 
these are “troops” or “technicians” is a 
matter of semantics. The clear fact is, 
the Soviet Union has reinforced its base 
within 90. miles of our shores with sur- 
face-to-air missiles, missile-equipped 


torpedo boats, trucks, munitions, radar 


and other electronic equipment, and the 
men who know how to use them. More- 
over, 
cused on the recent arrival of 20 Soviet 
ships; the fact is that- over 60 ships, 


many of them leased from Great Britain,’ 


The State Department δα - 
mits that 3,000 to 5,000 Communist bloc 


- while our attention has been fo- 


Greece, Norway, Italy, and West Ger- 
many—all NATO allies of the United 
States—have delivered Mig fighters, 
tanks, and artillery. 

The present faltering and mismanaged 
Cuban economy and trumped-up fears 


of an American invasion have provided 


an excuse for the Soviets to furnish the 
Castro regime with these supplies and 
troops. The Soviet interest, however, 
is not concerned with the welfare of the 
Cuban people but with strengthening its 
base in this hemisphere; a base which 
will be costly for the United States to 
neutralize; a base from which it can ex- 
port the Communist revolution to Latin 
and South America; a base from which 
it can apply leverage to offset U.S. ac- 
tivity in other areas of the world. 

Cuba has thus become a strategically 
placed pawn in the cold war. 

The next move is up to the President. 
WHAT HAPPENED TO THE MONROE DOCTRINE? 


The Monroe Doctrine was the result 


of an earlier attempt by Russia to push. 


its domination into North America. I¢ 
was announced by President Monroe in 


1823 and has become a keystone of 


American foreign policy. President 


‘Monroe stated: 
We owe it therefore to candor, and to the. 


amicable relations existing between the 
United States and those (European) powers, 


to declare that we should consider any at-— 


tempt on their part. to extend their system 
to any portions of this hemisphere, as dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety. 


The President reaffirmed this policy 
on September 4, 1962, but only insofar as 
it applies to the use of military force by 
Cuba to extend communism into South 
America. To date the President has pre- 
ferred to consider the Soviet-supplied 
arms as defensive weapons, but recog- 
nizing their offensive potential has 
warned that “the Castro regime will not 
be allowed to export its aggressive pur- 
poses by force or threat of force.” | 

If the Monroe Doctrine is in fact a 
part of our foreign policy, then it must 
apply to the Cuban situation in a broad- 
er sense. It must restrict nonmilitary 


as well as military aggression. We have 
learned from costly experience that a 
Communist aggression -utilizes devices: 
- much more subtle than outright military. 
action and granted a militarized. base in. 
the ‘Western Hemisphere, the Soviets. 
will export revolution to all of the Amer-. 
- 1685. 


Failure to give this full meaning to the 


Monroe Doctrine, in this particular case, 


as difficult as this might be, will make of. 


Cuba a Western Hemisphere Eerlin 
wall, a wall of shame, a symbol of un- 
certainty and indecision. . 


SOLUTIONS—OPPORTUNITIES LOST 


Invasion, or support of invasion, of 
Cuba by the United States hes been 
ruled out by the President as antagonis- 
tic to some 220 million Latin Americans 
end untold millions in the undecided na- 
tions of the world:.. Yet it is a painful 
paradox to recall American military in- 
tervention. in South. Korea,. Lebanon, 
and the Dominican Republic, and to ob- 
serve current action ‘in South Vietnam, 
Laos and Thailand; while we verbally 
sidestep the Soviet takeover of Cuba at 
our very doorstep. §— 
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